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Some courts recognize the necessity of considering whether the court also has "particular-case" jurisdiction, in addition 
to other broader bases of jurisdiction. 


In addition to questions of subject matter jurisdiction and personal jurisdiction, some courts recognize the necessity of 
considering whether the court also has "particular-case" jurisdiction, meaning the competency of the court to render a particular 


judgment in a particular case. l Particular-case jurisdiction may be considered a subset of subject matter jurisdiction,” and under 


this rule, despite the court's subject matter jurisdiction in relation to a class of actions or cases,” a court may lack authority 
to hear a particular case if a party fails to follow the statutory procedures for invoking the court's authority in that particular 
case. Under this view, subject matter jurisdiction is question of the court's jurisdiction in "this kind of case" as opposed to 


"this case." 


In other words, particular case jurisdiction is a matter of the narrow or limited fact situation before the court, 
instead of the broad general class of cases.° Notably, while subject matter jurisdiction is generally not subject to, and cannot 
be conferred by, the parties' consent, agreement, waiver, or estoppel,’ some courts allow that "particular-case" jurisdiction is 


subject to waiver. Other jurisdictions, however, do not appear to recognize a distinction for "particular-case" jurisdiction and 
consider the question of the court's subject matter jurisdiction as one fully encompassing the question of the court's jurisdiction 
to determine a particular case.” 
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